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Abstract: The reaction of aryl- and amino(dihydro)boranes
with dibora[2]ferrocenophane 1 leads to the formation 1,3-
trans-dihydrotriboranes by formal hydrogenation and inser-
tion of a borylene unit into the B=B bond. The aryltriborane
derivatives undergo reversible photoisomerization to the cis-
1,2-m-H-3-hydrotriboranes, while hydride abstraction affords
cationic triboranes, which represent the first doubly base-
stabilized B3H4
+ analogues.
Unlike carbon, whose ability to form long and stable
homonuclear chains is the basis of organic polymer chemistry,
electron-deficient boron has a strong tendency to oligomerize
in the form of stable non-classical clusters, in which three-
center-two-electron bonding predominates, especially within
oligoboron hydrides.[1] In contrast, classical oligoboranes of
the form BnRn+2, in which each boron atom is sp
2-hybridized,
are particularly prone to ligand scrambling and hydrolysis
unless stabilized by electron-donating amino or alkoxy
substituents,[2] as exemplified by the commercially available
diboranes(4) B2(NMe2)4, B2Pin2 (Pin=pinacolato), B2Cat2
(Cat= catecholato), and B2Neop2 (Neop= neopentyl glyco-
lato). In order to enforce electron-precise BB bonding in
oligoboranes, therefore, Lewis bases are commonly used to
electronically saturate the boron centers.[3]
The ubiquity of hydroborane and diborane reagents in
organic synthesis[4,5] has fueled the search for new synthetic
routes to a greater variety of electron-precise di- and
oligoboron hydrides. The reductive coupling of N-heterocy-
clic carbene (NHC)-stabilized (NHC)BX2R (R=Br, Ph)
precursors, for example, provided access to neutral di- and
tetrahydrodiboranes of the form [(NHC)R’HB-BHR’(NHC)]
(R’=H, Ph),[6] whereas that of [ArBH2]2 diborane(6) pre-
cursors yielded [ArH2B-BH2Ar]
2 dianions which were in
turn converted via double hydride abstraction to neutral
dihydrodiboranes(4).[7] Milder routes to diboranes with
terminal BH bonds include the dehydrocoupling of bor-
anes,[8] selective dimethylamino-hydride exchange at B2N2C2
heterocycles,[9] the spontaneous transfer hydrogenation of
diborenes with Me2NH·BH3,
[10] or the insertion of a borylene
into a BH bond at a boron cluster.[11]
Electron-precise 1-hydrotriboranes were obtained via the
uncatalyzed hydroboration of 1,2-diheteroaryldiborenes with
HBCat (Scheme 1a).[12] Use of 9-borabicyclo[3.3.1]nonane
(9-BBN) instead of HBCat led to a B3 arachno cluster,
presumably due to the greater electron deficiency at boron in
9-BBN.[13] More recently, the double hydroboration of
a diboryne to a 2,3-dihydrotetraborane, followed by hydride
abstraction, yielded the first cationic 2,3-m-hydrotetraborane
(Scheme 1b).[14] In this work we report a new strategy for the
selective formation of doubly base-stabilized trans-1,3-dihy-
drotriboranes by dihydroboration of a strained cis-diborene,
resulting in the formal hydrogenation of, and insertion of
Scheme 1. Atom-efficient methods for the synthesis of electron-precise
oligoboron hydrides.
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a borylene moiety into, the B=B bond. Furthermore, we study
the photoisomerization and cationization of these species
(Scheme 1c).
While studying the stoichiometric transfer hydrogenation
of the ferrocene-bridged diborene 1[15] with Me2NH·BH3, we
observed, beside the expected 1,2-dihydrodiborane (d11B=
18.0 ppm), a second product (d11B= 88.6, 29.6 ppm, 1:2
ratio), which we deemed to result from the reaction of 1 with
the dehydrocoupling byproduct Me2N=BH2.
[10] Similarly, the
reaction of 1 with 1 equiv pyrrolidinoborane (PyrBH2) in
C6D6 at 60 8C overnight resulted in quantitative formation of
the triborane 2-Pyr (Scheme 2), which shows two broad
11B NMR resonances at d11B= 87.8 (sp
2-B) and 28.8 (sp3-B)
ppm in a 1:2 ratio and a 1H{11B} NMR BH resonance (2H) at
d1H= 2.23 ppm.
The analogous reactions of 1 with MesBH2 and DurBH2
(Mes= 2,4,6-Me3C6H2; Dur= 2,3,5,6-Me4C6H) yielded the
triboranes 2-Mes and 2-Dur within three hours at room
temperature (Scheme 2).[16] 2-Mes presents two 11B NMR
resonances in a 1:2 ratio at d11B= 100.6 and 13.6 ppm,
similarly to 2-Dur at d11B= 107.6 and 14.7 ppm. These are
significantly downfield-shifted from 2-Pyr owing to the
electron-withdrawing nature of the aryl versus the electron-
donating nature of the amino substituent. Comparison with
other literature-known amino- and aryl(diboryl)boranes
(d(R2NB(BX2)2) 50–62 ppm,[2,17] d(ArB(BX2)2) 70–
85 ppm)[18] shows that the central boron nuclei of 2-R are
unusually deshielded, that is, particularly electron-poor. This
was confirmed by density functional theory (DFT) calcula-
tions at the OLYP/TZ2P level of theory on 2-Mes in the gas
phase, which gave negative Hirshfeld charges of 0.093 for
B1 and B3 and a positive charge of 0.050 for B2 (Figure 3).
X-ray crystallographic analyses of 2-R show a 1,3-trans-
dihydro-2-R-tribora[3]ferrocenophane structure (Figure 1a,
Figure S31 in the Supporting Information).[19] With only one
diastereomer present in their NMR spectra, we conclude that
the addition of RBH2 to 1 is 100% diastereoselective for the
1,3-trans-dihydrotriboranes. The presence of the two boron-
bound hydrogen atoms was confirmed by IR bands attribut-
able to terminal B-H vibrations in the 2160 to 2200 cm1
region. These are the first examples of sp3-sp2-sp3-hybridized
triboranes, previous examples of electron-precise triboranes
being limited to sp2-sp2-sp2 [2,17,18] or sp3-sp3-sp2 hybridization
patterns.[11,13] Unlike Nçths tris(aminoboryl)-
[3]ferrocenophane, in which the central B2 atom is tilted
out of the B1B3Fe plane,[20] the iron center and all three boron
atoms of 2-R lie in the same plane. Owing to the release of
strain from the insertion of the third boron atom, the tilt angle
between the two Cp ligands (a 2-Pyr 2.38 ; 2-Mes 7.78 ; 2-Dur
7.38) is noticeably smaller than in diborene 1 (a 16.18).[15] In
2-Pyr the electron-donating pyrrolidino substituent leads to
an elongation of the B1B2 bond (1.756(4) ) and widening
of the B1-B2-B1’ bond angle (127.0(3)8) compared to 2-Mes
(Avg(B1B2/3) 1.729(3) ; B1-B2-B3 118.72(17)8) and 2-Dur
(B1B2 1.724(2) ; B1-B2-B1’ 119.78(17)8).
Formally, the formation of 2-R involves the hydrogena-
tion of and the insertion of the RB borylene unit into the B=B
double bond of 1. In contrast, the hydroboration of diborenes
with HBCat proceeds by end-on addition of the BCat unit to
the diborene (Scheme 1a).[11] These new reactions therefore
provide a complementary method of boron chain growth.
Based on literature precedent, the reaction mechanism is
likely to proceed via initial syn-hydroboration of the dibor-
ene.[12,14] This would be followed by insertion of the RB
fragment into the remaining BB bond with concomitant
migration of the second hydride to the terminal boron atom.
DFT calculations show that the resulting trans-1,3-dihydro-
triborane 2-Mes is favored over its cis-isomer, 2’-Mes,[21] by
2.35 kcalmol1, accounting for the trans-selectivity.
Scheme 2. Addition of dihydroboranes to dibora[2]ferrocenophane 1.
Figure 1. Crystallographically derived molecular structures of a) 2-Mes
and b) 2’-Mes. Atomic displacement ellipsoids are set at 50% proba-
bility. Ellipsoids of Me and iPr groups and hydrogen atoms omitted for
clarity except for boron-bound hydrides.[19,30]
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Solutions of 2-Ar in C6D6 were stable at 60 8C for 24 hours
but when irradiated at room temperature for 18 hours two
new 11B resonances appeared at d11B= 78.9 and 11.3 ppm
(Ar=Mes) and d11B= 88.8 and 12.5 ppm (Ar=Dur),
respectively (Scheme 3). Even with longer irradiation a max-
imum conversion of 75% to the new species was achieved.
The mixtures reverted back to 2-Mes and 2-Dur over several
days at room temperature or overnight at 60 8C under the
exclusion of light.[22] In contrast, 2-Pyr, bearing an electroni-
cally stabilizing amino group, remained unchanged under
irradiation.
X-ray diffraction analysis of single crystals obtained from
a freshly irradiated solution of 2-Mes (Figure 1b)[23] revealed
the structure of the cis-isomer 2’-Mes, in which H1 has shifted
from a terminal position trans to H2 to a bridging position cis
to the terminal H2.[19] This is accompanied by a shortening of
the B1B2 bond from 1.720(3) to 1.650(3) , a lengthening of
the B2B3 bond from 1.738(3) to 1.774(3)  and a slight
widening of the B1-B2-B3 angle from 118.72(17) to 122.69-
(16)8. Furthermore, the Fe atom no longer lies in the B3 plane.
Despite their unsymmetrical solid-state structure, 2’-Mes
and 2’-Dur show only one 11B NMR resonance and a single
1H{11B} NMR BH resonance integrating for 2H around
2.6 ppm in solution. Since a cis-isomer with two terminal
BH bonds can be ruled out by computations, we propose
that in solution H1 and H2 undergo rapid bridging/terminal
exchange, leading to the apparent symmetry.
Optimization of a low-lying excited state of 2-Mes
provides insight into a possible mechanism for the tautome-
rization. Indeed, starting from the trans-geometry of 2-Mes,
the system smoothly adopts the same structural character-
istics as 2’-Mes, that is, one bridging and one terminal hydride,
albeit in a trans configuration. Migration of the bridging
hydride to the cis position then proceeds with transient
breaking and reforming of the B1B2 bond (see the
Supporting Information for details).
DFT calculations on 2’-Mes yield Hirshfeld charges of
0.059 for B1, 0.018 for B2, and 0.090 for B3 (Figure 3),
which reflect the charge flux established between B1 and B2
through the bridging of H1. Furthermore, H1 has lost its
hydridic character (0.005), whereas the terminal H2 has
become more hydridic (0.074).
The increased hydricity of H2 prompted us to attempt its
selective abstraction. The addition of methyl triflate (MeOTf)
to 2-Ar resulted in the abstraction of one hydride and
quantitative formation of the cationic triboranes 3-Ar
(Scheme 4).[24] The 11B NMR spectra of 3-Mes and 3-Dur
display three distinct, broad 1:1:1 resonances around 80, 46
and 20 ppm. The complex 1H NMR spectra are indicative of
highly unsymmetrical and/or geometrically constrained com-
pounds. The broad 1H{11B} NMR BH resonances at 0.63 (3-
Mes) and 0.81 ppm (3-Dur) are significantly upfield-shifted
from those of 2-Ar (ca. 2.9 ppm) and 2’-Ar (ca. 2.6 ppm).
Furthermore, the IR spectra of 3-Ar are free of the terminal
B-H vibration bands displayed by 2-Ar, but show bands in the
1560–1570 cm1 region attributable to bridging hydrides.[25]
Unlike 2’-Ar, 3-Ar show no fluxionality in solution up to 80 8C
and remain unchanged under UV irradiation.
Single-crystal X-ray diffraction analyses of 3-Mes
(Figure 2) and 3-Dur (see Figure S33 in the Supporting
Information) confirmed their cationic 1,2-m-hydro-2-
aryltribora[3]ferrocenophane structures.[19] While there have
been recent reports of linear B3H6
 anions,[26] and of cyclic
doubly base-stabilized B3H6
+ cations,[25] these are, to our
knowledge, the first examples of linear triborane cations. As
doubly base-stabilized analogues of the B3H4
+ cation they are
also structurally related to the B3H6
 anion, for which ab initio
studies predict a similar C1 symmetry, with a linear B3 unit
containing a m-bridging hydride as the structural minimum.[27]
Interestingly, the BB bonds lengths in 3-Ar are all near-
identical (1.658(2)–1.667(4) ) and significantly shorter than
those in 2-Ar (1.720(3)–1.738(3) ), as is expected upon
cationization. The B1-B2-B3 angle also narrows considerably
from 122.69(16)8 in 2’-Mes to ca. 1118 in 3-Ar. Furthermore,
the dip angle of the B3 moiety (ca. 178) is significantly larger
Scheme 3. Reversible photoisomerization of 2-Mes and 2-Dur.
Scheme 4. Cationization of 2-Mes and 2-Dur by hydride abstraction.
Figure 2. Crystallographically derived molecular structure of the 3-Dur
cation. Thermal ellipsoids are set at 50% probability. Thermal ellip-
soids of Me and iPr groups, the OTf counteranion and hydrogen
atoms omitted for clarity except for boron-bound hydrides.[19,30]
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than that of the B1 moiety (ca. 78). This leads to the B3···Fe
distance (3-Mes 2.910(2), 3-Dur 2.920(2) ) being much
shorter than the B1···Fe distance (3-Mes 3.163(3), 3-Dur
3.149(2) ) and is indicative of a through-space interaction
between the cationic B3 and electron-rich FeII centers
(Figure 3).[28]
DFT calculations on 3-Mes give calculated Hirshfeld
charges of 0.008 for B1, 0.050 for B2 and 0.073 for B3
(Figure 3). This enables the attribution of the three 11B NMR
resonances as follows: d(B1)= 46, d(B2)= 20 and d(B3)=
80 ppm. A comparison with the partial charges calculated for
2’-Mes reveals a considerable change in charge density
distribution upon abstraction of the terminal hydride at B3.
Moreover, the bridging hydrogen H1 has now acquired a very
small positive charge (+ 0.005), suggesting a slightly acidic
character.
In conclusion, we have shown that the addition of
dihydroboranes to a strained cis-diborene provides a comple-
mentary method to the addition of monohydroboranes to
diborenes for the formation of electron-precise triboranes.
The trans-1,3-dihydro-2-aryltriboranes undergo fully reversi-
ble phototautomerization as well as facile hydride abstraction
to yield the first stable, doubly base-stabilized analogues of
the B3H4
+ cation. X-ray structural and DFT analyses reveal
significant geometry and charge distribution fluctuations
between the various B3 species. The flexibility of the
ferrocenediyl-bridged B3 core in easily accommodating (and
giving up) charge should make these compounds particularly
interesting for further reactivity studies.[29]
Acknowledgements
This project was funded by the European Research Council
(ERC) under the European Union Horizon 2020 Research
and Innovation Program (grant agreement no. 669054). A.V.
acknowledges the University of Sussex for funding and thanks
Dr. C. Pubill-Ulldemolins for helpful discussions.
Conflict of interest
The authors declare no conflict of interest.
Keywords: Cations · Diborenes · Hydroboration ·
Photoisomerization · Triboranes
How to cite: Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2020, 59, 325–329
Angew. Chem. 2020, 132, 333–337
[1] a) T. Jian, X. Chen, S.-D. Li, A. I. Boldyrev, J. Li, L.-S. Wang,
Chem. Soc. Rev. 2019, 48, 3550 – 3591; b) Boron—the Fifth
Element (Eds.: D. Hnyk, M. L. McKee), Springer International
Publishing, Cham, 2015 ; c) A. P. Sergeeva, I. A. Popov, Z. A.
Piazza, W.-L. Li, C. Romanescu, L.-S. Wang, A. I. Boldyrev,Acc.
Chem. Res. 2014, 47, 1349 – 1358; d) Boron Hydride Chemistry
(Ed.: E. L. Muetterties), Elsevier, Amsterdam, 1975 ; e) Boron
Hydrides, W. N. Lipscomb, W. A. Benjamin, New York, 1963.
[2] a) H. Nçth, H. Pommerening,Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 1980,
19, 482 – 483; Angew. Chem. 1980, 92, 481 – 482; b) K. H.
Hermannsdçrfer, E. Matejcˇikova, H. Nçth, Chem. Ber. 1970,
103, 516 – 527.
[3] a) M. Arrowsmith, H. Braunschweig, T. E. Stennett, Angew.
Chem. Int. Ed. 2017, 56, 96 – 115; Angew. Chem. 2017, 129, 100 –
120; b) E. C. Neeve, S. J. Geier, I. A. I. Mkhalid, S. A. Westcott,
T. B. Marder, Chem. Rev. 2016, 116, 9091 – 9161; c) H. Braun-
schweig, R. D. Dewhurst, S. Mozo, ChemCatChem 2015, 7,
1630 – 1638; d) R. D. Dewhurst, E. C. Neeve, H. Braunschweig,
T. B. Marder, Chem. Commun. 2015, 51, 9594 – 9607.
[4] a) M. L. Shegavi, S. K. Bose, Catal. Sci. Technol. 2019, 9, 3307 –
3336; b) J.-B. Chen, A. Whiting, Synthesis 2018, 50, 3843 – 3861;
c) J. V. Obligacion, P. J. Chirik, Nat. Rev. Chem. 2018, 2, 15 – 34;
d)Hydroboration and Organic Synthesis -9-Borabicyclo [3.3.1]
nonane (9-BBN), R. S. Dhillon, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidel-
berg, Berlin, 2007; e) A.-M. Carroll, T. P. OSullivan, P. J. Guiry,
Adv. Synth. Catal. 2005, 347, 609 – 631; f) C. M. Crudden, D.
Edwards, Eur. J. Org. Chem. 2003, 4695 – 4712; g) “Hydrobora-
tion, Diboration, Silylboration, and Stannylboration”: N.
Miyaura in Catalytic Heterofunctionalization (Eds.: A. Togni,
H. Grtzmacher), Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, 2001; h)Hydrobora-
tion, H. C. Brown, W. A. Benjamin, New York, 1962.
[5] a) D. Hemming, R. Fritzemeier, S. A. Westcott, W. L. Santos,
P. G. Steel, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2018, 47, 7477 – 7494; b) F. Zhao,
X. W. Jia, P. Y. Li, J. W. Zhao, Y. Zhou, J. Wang, H. Liu, Org.
Chem. Front. 2017, 4, 2235 – 2255; c) A. B. Cuenca, R. Shishido,
H. Ito, E. Fernndez, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2017, 46, 415 – 430; d) J.
Yun, Asian J. Org. Chem. 2013, 2, 1016 – 1025; e) J. F. Hartwig,
Acc. Chem. Res. 2012, 45, 864 – 873; f) T. Ishiyama, N. Miyaura,
Chem. Rec. 2004, 3, 271 – 280; g) T. B. Marder, N. C. Norman,
Top. Catal. 1998, 5, 63 – 73; h) T. Ishiyama, N. Matsuda, N.
Miyaura, A. Suzuki, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 11018 – 11019.
[6] a) Y. Wang, G. H. Robinson, Inorg. Chem. 2011, 50, 12326 –
12337; b) Y. Wang, B. Quillian, P. Wei, Y. Xie, C. S. Wannere,
R. B. King, H. F. Schaefer III, P. v. R. Schleyer, G. H. Robinson,
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008, 130, 3298 – 3299; c) Y. Wang, B.
Quillian, P. Wei, C. S. Wannere, Y. Xie, R. B. King, H. F.
Schaefer III, P. v. R. Schleyer, G. H. Robinson, J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 2007, 129, 12412 – 12413.
[7] a) Y. Shoji, S. Kaneda, H. Fueno, K. Tanaka, K. Tamao, D.
Hashizume, T. Matsuo, Chem. Lett. 2014, 43, 1587 – 1589; b) Y.
Shoji, T. Matsuo, D. Hashizume, M. J. Gutmann, H. Fueno, K.
Tanaka, K. Tamao, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011, 133, 11058 – 11061.
[8] a) J. Elias, E. Kaifer, H.-J. Himmel,Chem. Eur. J. 2019, 25, 6553 –
6561; b) P. Rochette, N. Bouchard, J. L. Lavergne, C. F. Matta,
F.-G. Fontaine, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2016, 55, 12722 – 12726;
Angew. Chem. 2016, 128, 12914 – 12918; c) A. Wagner, S. Litters,
J. Elias, E. Kaifer, H.-J. Himmel, Chem. Eur. J. 2014, 20, 12514 –
12527; d) H. C. Johnson, C. L. McMullin, S. D. Pike, S. A.
Macgregor, A. S. Weller, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2013, 52,
9776 – 9780; Angew. Chem. 2013, 125, 9958 – 9962; e) N. Schu-
Figure 3. Solid-state structures of 2-Mes, 2’-Mes and 3-Mes (IiPr and
Mes ligands omitted for clarity). Experimental bond lengths [] in blue,
calculated Hirshfeld charges in red.
Angewandte
ChemieCommunications
328 www.angewandte.org  2019 The Authors. Published by Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2020, 59, 325 –329
lenberg, O. Ciobanu, E. Kaifer, H. Wadepohl, H.-J. Himmel,
Eur. J. Inorg. Chem. 2010, 5201 – 5210.
[9] M. Arrowsmith, H. Braunschweig, K. Radacki, T. Thiess, A.
Turkin, Chem. Eur. J. 2017, 23, 2179 – 2184.
[10] M. Dçmling, M. Arrowsmith, U. Schmidt, L. Werner, A. C.
Castro, J. O. C. Jimnez-Halla, R. Bertermann, J. H. Mssig, D.
Prieschl, H. Braunschweig, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2019, 58,
9782 – 9786; Angew. Chem. 2019, 131, 9884 – 9889.
[11] H. Wang, J. Zhang, H. K. Lee, Z. Xie, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2018,
140, 3888 – 3891.
[12] a) H. Braunschweig, R. D. Dewhurst, C. Hçrl, A. K. Phukan, F.
Pinzner, S. Ullrich, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2014, 53, 3241 – 3244;
Angew. Chem. 2014, 126, 3305 – 3308.
[13] H. Braunschweig, C. Hçrl, Chem. Commun. 2014, 50, 10983 –
10985.
[14] T. Brckner, T. E. Stennett, M. Heß, H. Braunschweig, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2019, 141, 14898 – 14903.
[15] H. Braunschweig, I. Krummenacher, C. Lichtenberg, J. D.
Mattock, M. Schaefer, U. Schmidt, C. Schneider, T. Steffenha-
gen, S. Ullrich, A. Vargas, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2017, 56, 889 –
892; Angew. Chem. 2017, 129, 907 – 911.
[16] Reactions of 1 with Me2S·BH3 and THF·BH3 yielded complex
product mixtures rather than the desired trihydrotriborane
analogues.
[17] a) Y. Nie, J. Miao, H. Wadepohl, H. Pritzkow, T. Oeser, W.
Siebert, Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem. 2013, 639, 1188 – 1193; b) B.
Kaufmann, R. Jetzfellner, E. Leissring, K. IssIeib, H. Nçth, M.
Schmidt, Chem. Ber./Recueil 1997, 130, 1677 – 1692; c) G. Linti,
D. Loderer, H. Nçth, K. Polborn, W. Rattay, Chem. Ber. 1994,
127, 1909 – 1922; d) H. Nçth, M. Wagner, Chem. Ber. 1991, 124,
1963 – 1972; e) D. Bromm, U. Seebold, M. Noltemeyer, A.
Meller, Chem. Ber. 1991, 124, 2645 – 2649; f) A. Meller, D.
Bromm, W. Maringgele, A. Heine, D. Stalke, G. M. Sheldrick,
Chem. Ber. 1990, 123, 93 – 294.
[18] Y. Sahin, C. Prsang, P. Amseis, M. Hofmann, G. Geiseler, W.
Massa, A. Berndt, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2003, 42, 669 – 671;
Angew. Chem. 2003, 115, 693 – 695.
[19] The boron-bound hydrides in the solid-state structures of all
compounds presented herein were detected in the difference
Fourier map and freely refined.
[20] A. Appel, H. Nçth,Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem. 2010, 636, 2329 – 2342.
[21] No energy minimum was found for a cis-isomer of 2-Mes with
two terminal hydrides. Instead calculations converged towards
2’-Mes, in which H1 bridges B1 and B2, while H2 remains
terminal.
[22] The isomerization of 2’-Mes back to 2-Mes was monitored by
1H NMR spectroscopy over a period of 3 h at 60 8C. The data
could be fitted to a 0.5-order rate law, indicating a complex,
multistep process. See Figures S22–S24 in the Supporting
Information for NMR kinetics data.
[23] Although an X-ray crystallographic analysis of 2’-Dur also
provided proof of connectivity, the data were not suitable for
discussing bond lengths and angles (see Figure S32 in the
Supporting Information).
[24] NMR spectra of the reaction of 2-Pyr with MeOTf also showed
the formation of a triborane cation (3-Pyr, see NMR spectra in
Figure S25 in the Supporting Information). However, the
shielded 11B NMR resonance at 18.9 ppm for B1 indicates
a terminal rather than a bridging H1, as expected due to the
electronic saturation of B2 by the amino substituent. Unlike 3-
Ar, 3-Pyr decomposed in solution under argon and eluded clean
isolation.
[25] a) A.Widera, E. Kaifer, H.Wadepohl, H.-J. Himmel,Chem. Eur.
J. 2018, 24, 1209 – 1216; b) N. Schulenberg, H. Wadepohl, H.-J.
Himmel, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2011, 50, 10444 – 10447; Angew.
Chem. 2011, 123, 10628 – 10631.
[26] a) A.-F. Pcharman, M. S. Hill, M. F. Mahon,Dalton Trans. 2018,
47, 7300 – 7305; b) A.-F. Pcharman, A. L. Colebatch, M. S. Hill,
C. L. McMullin, M. F. Mahon, C. Weetman,Nat. Commun. 2017,
8, 15022.
[27] a) E. Osorio, J. K. Olson, W. Tiznado, A. I. Boldyrev, Chem. Eur.
J. 2012, 18, 9677 – 9681; b) A. A. Korkin, P. v. R. Schleyer, M. L.
McKee, Inorg. Chem. 1995, 34, 961 – 997; c) A. Skancke, J. F.
Liebman, J. Mol. Struct. 1993, 280, 75 – 82.
[28] a) H. Braunschweig, I. Fernndez, G. Frenking, T. Kupfer,
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2008, 47, 1951 – 1954; Angew. Chem.
2008, 120, 1977 – 1980; b) K. Venkatasubbaiah, I. Nowik, R. H.
Herber, F. Jkle, Chem. Commun. 2007, 2154 – 2156; c) M.
Scheibitz, M. Bolte, J. W. Bats, H.-W. Lerner, I. Nowik, R. H.
Herber, A. Krapp, M. Lein, M. C. Holthausen, M. Wagner,
Chem. Eur. J. 2005, 11, 584 – 603; d) A. Appel, F. Jkle, T.
Priermeier, R. Schmid, M. Wagner, Organometallics 1996, 15,
1188 – 1194.
[29] Prelimary experiments adding alkenes, alkynes and ketones to 2-
Mes showed no reactivity up to 80 8C. Further reactivity will be
reported in a follow-up study.
[30] CCDC 1947884 (2-Pyr), 1947885 (2’-Dur), 1947886 (2-Dur),
1947887 (3-Dur), 1947888 (3-Mes), 1947889 (2-Mes) und
1947890 (2’-Mes) contain the supplementary crystallographic
data for this paper. These data can be obtained free of charge
from The Cambridge Crystallographic Data Centre.
Manuscript received: September 11, 2019
Accepted manuscript online: October 17, 2019
Version of record online: November 12, 2019
Angewandte
ChemieCommunications
329Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2020, 59, 325 –329  2019 The Authors. Published by Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim www.angewandte.org
